III. REMARKS 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 8-10 are pending in this application. By this amendment, 
claims 1, 9 and 10 have been amended; and, claim 3 is cancelled. This reply is being 
submitted in response to the Office Action of January 10, 2008. Applicants do not 
acquiesce in the correctness of the rejections and reserve the right to present specific 
arguments regarding any rejected claims not specifically addressed. Furthermore, 
Applicants reserve the right to pursue the full scope of the subject matter of the original 
claims in a subsequent patent application that claims priority to the instant application. 
Reconsideration in view of the following remarks is requested. 

Claims 1-5 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 for allegedly being directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1-5 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being anticipated by Talati et al. (US Patent No. 5,903,878), hereinafter "Talati", in view 
of Knouse et al. (US Patent No. 7,185,364), hereinafter "Knouse" and in view of 
Weisman et al. (US Patent No. 7,171,475), hereinafter "Weisman". 
A. Rejection of Claims 1-5 and 9 under §101 

With regards to the rejection of claims 1-5 and 9 under 35 U.S.C. §101, 
Applicants have amended claims 1 and 9 to now include, inter alia, a computer and/or 
executing a computerized method on a computer. Applicants contend that independent 
claims 1 and 9, as amended, are clearly directed to statutory subject matter, under §101. 
Claims 1 and 9 clearly fall within the statutory classes in 35 U.S.C. §101. Accordingly, 
Applicants request withdrawal of the rejection. 
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B. Rejection of Claims 1-5 and 8-10 under §103(a) 

These rejections are defective because the Talati, Knouse and Weisman taken in 
combination, or individually, do not disclose each and every feature set forth in the 
claims as required under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Claim 1, as amended, now recites: 

A computerized method for protecting an identifier of a subscriber, during 
data transfer between a service provider and a content provider, when said 
subscriber sends a request to said service provider to obtain data belonging to said 
content provider, said computerized method comprising: 
executing on at least one computer the steps including: 

upon reception of said subscriber request by said service provider for each 
new subscriber session: 

dynamically generating for each new session an encrypted token 
using said identifier of said subscriber, wherein a lifetime of the encrypted 
token is a user session lifetime, the generating using one of a symmetric 
and asymmetric encryption algorithm comprising: 
determining a separator (S); 
determining a time varying value (T); 
concatenating the subscriber identifier with T in a string 
such that the subscriber identifier and T are separated with S; 

encrypting the string with one of a symmetric and 
asymmetric encryption algorithm; and, 

transmitting said subscriber request and said encrypted 
token to said content provider; 
upon reception by said service provider of a Simple Object Access 
Protocol (SOAP) certification request comprising an encrypted token, sent by said 
content provider: 

extracting said encrypted token from said SOAP certification 
request, wherein the encrypted token is in one of the SOAP body and a 
predefined SOAP header; 

decrypting said extracted encrypted token to determine said 
subscriber identifier using a decryption algorithm corresponding to the 
encryption algorithm; 

checking said determined subscriber identifier; and, 
transmitting a success or failure indication to said content provider 
in a SOAP response to said certification request; 



Serial No. 10/681,613 



Page 10 of 13 



upon reception of said data belonging to said content provider by said 
service provider, transmitting said data belonging to said content provider to said 
subscriber; and 

memorizing said encrypted token so that it can be reused without having 
to be recomputed. 

The cited combination fails to disclose, inter alia, the feature of "memorizing said 
encrypted token so that it can be reused without having to be recomputed." {see e.g., 
claim 1 and similarly claimed in claims 9 and 10). 

Applicants have amended claim 1 with the feature previously found in claim 3. 
Thus, Applicants address the rejection of claim 3. 

In rejecting claim 3, the Office alleges that Talati teaches the aforementioned 
feature, citing "[Column 3, lines 45-59; the queries/tokens are memorized for use later.]" 
Office Action, item 3, page 7. However, the cited section from Talati states: "These 
queries are randomly generated and directed to information known solely by the 
originator, such as mother's maiden name, social security number, driver's license 
number, birth date, etc." It is completely unclear to Applicants how the aforementioned 
passage can be reasonably construed as a teaching the feature, "memorizing said 
encrypted token so that it can be reused without having to be recomputed," as in the 
claimed invention. Further, neither Weisman, nor Knouse remedy this glaring deficiency 
in Talati. The Office has not met the burden in making a prima facie case of obviousness 
in rejecting claim 1 . In view of the foregoing, Talati in view of Knouse and in view of 
Weisman does not disclose each and every feature of claim 1. 
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With respect to independent claims 9 and 10, as explained above with regards to 
claim 1, Applicants submit that the cited combination (i.e., Talati, Knouse, and Weisman) 
does not disclose similarly claimed features of independent claims 9 and 10. 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the rejections. 

With respect to dependent claims 2-5 and 8, Applicants submit that these claims 
are allowable based on their dependency from allowable independent claims. The 
dependent claims are also believed to be allowable based for their own additional 
features. 
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IV. CONCLUSION 

In light of the above remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that all claims are in 
condition for allowance. Should the Examiner require anything further to place the 
application in better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact 
Applicants' undersigned representative at the number listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: April 10, 2008 /Joseph J. Christian/ 

Joseph J. Christian 
Reg. No.: 51,560 



Hoffman, Warnick & D'Alessandro LLC 
75 State Street, 14 th Floor 
Albany, New York 12207 
(518) 449-0044 
Fax (5 18) 449-0047 
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